San Francisco, Calif. 
December 28, 1966 


Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Hyatt stown, Md . 20734 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

I am enclosing a copy of my letter to Life Magazine regarding the 
assassination, and will ask you some additional questions on the 
subj ect . 

1. On page 221 Whitewash II you suggest that some frames had been 
removed from In between frames 226 and 227 of the Zapruder film. 

Are these numbers on the archives' copy of the original the same 
ones shown in Life of 11/25/66? Using that issue of Life, I took 
a ruler and lined it up with the right hand side of the sprocket 
holes in both frames (226 and 227) , noting where it coincided with 
the upright post which holds the sign proper. Thep. I did this same 
thing with the square holes in the white wall in the background of the 
pictures. In 226 you will notice six holes plus 1 hole In the area 
above the first six, while in 227 there are just barely six holes in 
the lower level. Now line up the bottom of the tree trunk and also 
the top of the sign. Mote that in 226 you can just barely see the 
head and hand of the figure at the right front wheel in 227. Notice 
also the position of the back of the auto in relation to the edge of 
the sign. Had there been some frames cut out between these two the 
reflection on the side of the auto in conjunction with the side of 
the sign would be different. Th.is all indicates to" me that he moved 
his camera slightly to the left and also slightly downward during the 
panning to the right movement, which is clearly in evidence. 

2. Since Life has asked for a re-opening of the case, why would they 
conceal the frame 210 of the Zapruder film as you suggest in your 
Friday 12/16/66 program in San Francisco Hall of Flowers? On your 
Joe Dolan - KNEW - program of 12/14 did you not say that Ruby's law- 
yer told you the cancer was not an induced one? Yet when the subject 
was brought up on 12/16 you did not volunteer this information. Why? 

3. On page 112 Whitewash II - Dr. Humes seems to be pleading for re- 
production of the autopsy pictures - if he xrfas falsifying, why would 
he ask for them? 

4. Why did you appear on a program sponsored by a "Socialist" organ- 
ization? From the books they were displaying and presumablyyfor sale 
by them, I'd say they were more Communist than Socialist. Don't you 
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think chat this will affect people's thinking about you, even though 
you and the Militant Forum speaker each disclaimed that either of you 
represented the other? 

5 • While I thoroughly agree with you that there was a whitewash (al- 
though the word "Hogwash” keeps coming into my mind) , nevertheless I 
t help but reel tnat your way of writing the two books is clone 
with the idea in mind of influencing the reader as much by insinuation 
as. by showing the fallacies and contradictions in the Report. For 
this I think you will be criticized, but it is done and cannot be un- 
done . 


m spite ^of this small fault-rinding regarding your book, I am very 
much in favor of the continued search for the truth, and an indeed 
thankful for such men .as you and the others who dared risk the condem- 
nation coming from the exploding of. one of our most sacred cows - 
otherwise known as the FBI. 


Very Sincerely yours, 

y Vc Si 

Helene E Blackwood 
820 Jones Street, Apt 

Calif . 


San Francisco. 


n 


56 


• ■ 




■ ■ 


' 

... V A-' - -A-A 
■•••* - Mv 


: 


m PPP'C ; ' ; ■■ 
.-.vp 








' 



